ZK0:(ss-uiu4 IfOUVUna « 8U9Si8W*:aiS3 « 00C8CZZ:SMa « Z/Z-d»(d3-01dSn:HAS * [auiii p|6||Aea uniseal Wd BIWe 900ZTZUS IV OftdU <CU6 39tfd 



Serial No. 10/055,162 
Filed: November 7 9 2001 
Attorney Docket No. 44471/266135 

First Response in Applet, to Non-Final Office Action of 1 1/17/2005 
Page 7 of 9 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-14 are pending in this application. The Examiner rejected Claim 2 under 35 
U.S.C 112, second paragraph, and rejected Claims 1-14 under 35 U.S.C 102(a). Claims 1-2, 
4, 7-8, 10, and 13-14 have been amended in the foregoing amendment. The amendments to 
Claims 4, 8, and 1 0 have been made to correct certain translation errors. 

Claim 2 is Definite 

The Examiner rejected Claim 2 under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. In particular, the Examiner indicated that it is unclear as to the limitations that 
Claim 2 recites. Claim 2 has been amended to clarify that a tool executing device executes 
an application program, which conducts the work items according to a tool executing file 
which contains necessary tool information. Accordingly, Claim 2 is now definite. 

The specification describes that the group work cooperation program can be used to 
access a predetermined storage device for opening (executing) tools (application software) 
and data (files) required for the respective work steps. Page 9, lines 15-18. The invention of 
Claim 2 solves the problems encountered in conventional semiconductor device development 
that are described in the specification on page 2, line 5 to page 3, line 6, i.e. that it is difficult 
for inexperienced engineers to find the software necessary to perform each work step and that 
some engineers may not be using updated software. 

Claims 1-14 Are Patentable over Schloss 
The Examiner rejected Claims 1-14 under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,692,125 to Schloss et aL ("Schloss"). 
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Claim 1 

The group work control system of Claim 1 is for controlling a work having a plurality 
of work steps for developing semiconductor devices . An example of the work steps includes 
preparation of circuit designs for the semiconductor device, logic simulation, bonding check, 
preparation of layout designs, LOT of the designs, Assly request, preparation of masks, 
preparation of test programs, inventory confirmation, mark arrangement, transferring 
documents and so forth. See page 9, lines 9-18 of the specification. The group work control 
system of Claim 1 makes it possible for all of the engineers that are working on the same 
project to share updated schedules related to the development of semiconductor devices, 
which eliminates duplicative efforts and facilitates the collaboration of the engineers, as 
described in page 12, line 10 to page 13, line 2 of the specification. 

Schloss describes a computer-assisted method for scheduling events. The events are 
in the medical domain and include the scheduling of chemotherapy sessions* Schloss 
describes that the invention can also be used in connection with "an engineer domain expert 
designing a protocol for the manufacture of an article by line workers or by robots; a 
marketing strategist designing the launch of a new product that has events performed by a 
telemarketing firm; a loan manager domain expert designing a protocol for a loan office to 
implement procedures for granting a mortgage; a project manager domain expert designing a 
protocol for a project with events that will be performed by a contractor; a chemist domain 
expert designing a protocol for a process to manufacture a composition of matter. 9 * However, 
Schloss does not suggest that it can be used with the development of semiconductor devices, 
and thus, fails to disclose the claimed invention. 
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Claims 2-14 

Independent Claims 7, 13 and 14 have been amended to clarify the invention and are 
patentable for the same reasons as Claim 1. Claims 2-6, and 8-12 depend directly or 
indirectly from independent Claims 1 or 7. Accordingly, Claims 2-6 and 8-12 also should be 
allowed. 



CONCLUSION 

The foregoing is submitted as a complete response to the Office Action identified 
above. This application should now be in condition for allowance, and Applicants solicit a 
notice to that effect. If there are any issues that can be addressed via telephone, the Examiner 
is asked to contact the undersigned at 404.685.6799* 

No excess claims fees are believed due; however, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge any deficiency or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account 1 1 -0855. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: Brenda O. Holmes 
Reg, No. 40,339 

KILPATRICK STOCKTON LLP 
1 100 Peachtree Street, Suite 2800 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-4530 
Telephone: (404)815-6500 
Facsimile: (404)815-6555 
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